
From: 
To: 
CC: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hi LaRonda. 

Fetzer, Richard 
Koffi, LaRonda 
Heston, Gerald 
8/13/2013 5: 12:45 PM 
FW: Dimock Investigation 

I just want to make sure that you know to include me on emails with regard to Dimock. I am still the lead OSC on the site. 

Thanks 

Rich 

Richard M. Fetzer 
Federal On-Scene Coordinator 
l 00 Gypsum Road 
Stroudsburg. PA 18-1-30 
570 -1-02 7108 

From: Heston, Gerald 
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 1:02 PM 
To: Fetzer, Richard 
Subject: FW: Dimock Investigation 

From: Koffi, LaRonda 
Sent: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 8:58 AM 
To: Hodgkiss, Kathy; Melvin, Karen; Wright, Dave; Heston, Gerald; Rupert, Richard; Dietz, Linda; duteau, helen; Taylor, Trish 
Subject: FW: Dimock Investigation 

From: Sternberg, David 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 4:40 PM 
To: Bloomgren, David; Johnson, Alisha 
Cc: Smith, Bonnie; White, Terri-A; Koffi, LaRonda 
Subject: RE: Dimock Investigation 

OK. I'll to 

From: Bloomgren, David 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 4:34 PM 
To: Sternberg, David; Johnson, Alisha 
Cc: Smith, Bonnie; White, Terri-A; Koffi, LaRonda 
Subject: RE: Dimock Investigation 
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is good, can 

From: Sternberg, David 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 4:30 PM 
To: Bloomgren, David; Johnson, Alisha 
Cc: Smith, Bonnie; White, Terri-A; Koffi, LaRonda 
Subject: FW: Dimock Investigation 
Importance: High 

David and Alisha, 

you would we 

Here's a Dimock related media inquiry we received today. It was probably generated by the protest. I 
cobbled together some recommended answers (see below) to his questions from previous materials. Let 
me know if you would like changes and if you want to respond to him directly of you would prefer that we 
respond from the region. 

Thanks, 

David 

Looking to clear up a few facts regarding the water well-contamination investigation in Dimock, Pa., I 
hope you can answer these three questions: 

- Did the investigation end because EPA officials determined tracking, specifically, did not cause 
contamination? 
- Do EPA officials agree the water is no longer contaminated or never was contaminated? 
- What does EPA intend to do about property owners who say their water is still contaminated? 

I hope you can offer some guidance here. Thank you. 

Staff Reporter 

-Did the investigation end because EPA officials determined tracking, specifically, did not cause 
contamination? 

EPA's effort in Dimock was undertaken using the agency's Superfund authority to determine whether 
there was a health concern in private drinking water wells, not an investigation to determine a source 
of contamination. We conducted several rounds of sampling and the results did not indicate levels of 
contaminants that would give EPAreason to take further action. Throughout EPA's work in Dimock, 
the Agency used the best available scientific data to provide clarity to Dimock residents and address 
their concerns about the safety of their drinking water. 

- Do EPA officials agree the water is no longer contaminated or never was contaminated? 

After the initial round of sampling, and to provide certainty to residents and ensure a thorough and 
accurate analysis, EPA determined that resampling was necessary at four wells where Cabot data 
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showed levels of contaminants that pose a health concern, but where EPA's initial round of sampling 
data did not detect levels that would require action. At one of those wells EPA did find an elevated 
level of manganese in untreated well water. The two residences serviced by the well each had water 
treatment systems that can reduce manganese to levels that do not present a health concern. 

During the sampling in Dimock, EPA found hazardous substances, specifically arsenic, barium or 
manganese, all of which are also naturally occurring substances, in well water at levels that could 
present a health concern. At the time EPA concluded its actions in Dimock, in all cases the residents 
had or were going to have their own treatment systems that could reduce concentrations of those 
hazardous substances to acceptable levels at the tap 

- What does EPA intend to do about property owners who say their water is still contaminated? 

EPA's goal in Dimock was to provide the community with reliable data about the presence of 
contaminants in their drinking water and to determine whether further action was warranted to protect 
public health. EPA's sampling was a direct result of requests from Dimock residents and our actions 
were guided entirely by science and the law. The agency was clear that if it saw an immediate threat 
to public health, it would take steps under the law to protect residents whose health may be at risk. 

We conducted several rounds of sampling and the results did not indicate levels of contaminants that 
would give EPA reason to take further action. EPA has provided the residents with all of their 
sampling results and has no further plans to conduct additional drinking water sampling in Dimock. 

From: White, Terri-A 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 2:57 PM 
To: Smith, Bonnie 
Cc: Sternberg, David 
Subject: Fw: Dimock Investigation 
Importance: High 

From: Jon O'Connell <joconnell@civitasmedia.com> 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 2:07:04 PM 
To: White, Terri-A 
Subject: Dimock Investigation 

Hello Terri: 

Looking to clear up a few facts regarding the water well-contamination investigation in Dimock, Pa., I 
hope you can answer these three questions: 

- Did the investigation end because EPA officials determined tracking, specifically, did not cause 
contamination? 
- Do EPA officials agree the water is no longer contaminated or never was contaminated? 
- What does EPA intend to do about property owners who say their water is still contaminated? 

I hope you can offer some guidance here. Thank you. 
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Staff Reporter 
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